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Dear Commissioner Martin: !Lemﬁf (‘ o "R 5

| am a citizen and resident of Bucks County, Pennsylvania. My township
has appointed me as its representative in forming a coalition of municipalities to address
cable television franchise renewals. The reason the eleven or so municipalitics want to
work together on this issue is because of their common frustrations stemming from lack
of cable competition.

For five years | have been becoming more and more aware of the
shortcomings of the Telecommunications Act. Part of the intent ol‘the Act was to
increase competition and to provide a vehicle for the creation of community media, thus
for the democratization of media. However, local municipalities are at a great
disadvantage when it comes to contracting with providers. Even when there were
numerous smaller providers in Rucks County there was never overlap and therctore no
competition whatsoever. Satellite distribution is not competition because it cannot
provide public, educational, or government channels. Following all the corporate
mergers there is only one provider in most of the County. Small municipal governments
are no match for this large, powerful company, with its huge lobbying ability and legal
expertise.

The Federal Communications Commission should recognize the unfair
and inherent lobby advantage of the telecommunications industry when it argues for
deregulation. The airwaves belong to the public as do municipal rights of way, and in
return for the use of those public assets for private profit, the industry should be required
to offer competitive choice. Solong asthis is not the case, subscribers will contiruc to
gel shoddy service, higher rates, decreased sources of information, and obstructions to
their efforts to make telecommunications benefit their local community.

Enabling corporations to consolidate and to own most of the media forms
serving one geographic area in the name of economies of scale or in the name of
technology development is to disempower and impoverish the very market being served.
The Federal Communications Commission would serve the public best and maximize the
benefits of the technologies by regulating to promote diversity of media ownership,
diversity of media content, and diversity of media access by consumers. Privatc
monopoly of media is truly antithetical to democracy.

Sincerely,
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M. Christine Shaffer
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M. Christine Shaffer 3204 Martin Lane. PO Box 396. Snrinetown. PA 18081

Commissioner Michael J. Copps ORi\&ﬁh AL e G,
Federal Communications Commission S .
445 12" St S.W. | FEB 05 2003

Washington, D.C. 20554

. January 28. 2003
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Dear Cornmissioner Copps: o

| am a citizen and resident of Bucks County, Pennsylvania. My township
has appointed me as its representative in forming a coalition ofmunicipalities to address
cable television franchise renewals. The reason the eleven or so municipalitics want to
work together on this issue is because of their common frustrations stemming from lack
of cable competition.

For tive years | have been becoming more and more aware ofthe
shortcomings ofthe Telecommunications Act. Part ofthe intent ofthe Act was to
increase competition and to provide a vehicle for the creation of community media. thus
for the democratization of media. However, local municipalities are at a great
disadvantage when it comes to contracting with providers. Even when there were
numerous smaller providers in Bucks County thcrc was never overlap and therefore no
competition whatsoever. Satellite distribution is not competition becausc it cannot
provide public, educational, or government channels. Following all the corporate
mergers there is only one provider in most of the County. Small municipal governments
are no match for this large, powerful company, with its huge lobbying ability and legal
expertise.

The Federal Communications Cornmission should recognize the unfair
and inherent lobby advantage of the telecommunications industry when it argues for
deregulation. The airwaves belong to the public as do municipal rights of way: and in
return for the use ofthosc public assets for private profit, the industry should be requircd
to offer competitive choice. So long as this is not the case, subscribers will continue to
get shoddy service, higher rates, decreased sources of information, and obstructions to
their efforts to make telecommunications benefit their local community.

Enabling corporations to consolidate and to own most of the media forms
serving one geographic area in the name ofeconomies of scale or in the name of
technology development is to disempower and impoverish the very market being served.
The Federal Communications Commission would serve the public best and maximizc the
benefits ofthe technologies by regulating to promote diversity of media ownership.
diversity of media content, and diversity of media access by consumers. Privatc
monopoly of media is truly antithetical to democracy.

WwOnfirme. Sincerely,
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Oisiriby tion Cere M. Christine Shafter



£X PAF%TE:’ OF LATE FILED

GriT A

L ‘Vt“f'\" R
f"".;-l“!%-
s
e

Jerry Bloomer

2146 Minnekahta Avenue

Hot Springs, South Dakota 57747
(605) 745-7818

January 22,2003

Michael Powell. FCC Chair FEE & - i
Federal Communications Commission Distribution Cente
445 12" Street SW o
Washiington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Powell,

| am writing to urge the FCC to preserve, amnd not weaken, the rule that prohibits cross
ownership of newspapers a d television stations n the same market. Media diversity
should be a top priority for the FCC and not the economic benefit of corporations seeking
to concentratetheir holdings in these areas. Media concentration cripple democracy.
Totalitarianzegimes in the past have dominated their media to the detriment of those
nations and the world. 1 believe there iSalready too much concentration of ownership N
the American media.

Sincerely,

|
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Dear FCC Commissioner Copps: Distribution Ly EB 0o 2003

Regarding the FCC's Docket Number ()2-277. the Biennial Review ofthe FCC's broadc.dsm MA”.ROOM
ownership rules:

CRRRIGAIAL
At a time when our country is preparing for war. perhaps noaction could se so patriotic as rg%cua oiTthe m

freedoms we want to protect. (One ofthose is freedom ofspeech. T0 me, that means the freed im0 lis en
to a diversity ofvoices and views.

In recent years, as the requirements for broadcast licensing became less stringent. the vgices s ; have b
able to listen to have become more and more uniform. in their content and their sound n ruci. some ai¢
just the same voices over aiid over, using differcnt names. These are the resulis of havirg a forv large
conglonieratcs own most of the broadcasting and news facilities and a lot of corporate irtermz riage.

As you consider releasing the broadcast owners from even more regulations, making it easic= 11 own ralic
tv and newspaper outlets simultaneousfy and often in the same markets, | would ask you to 19i:nk ahout wh.at
this does to our democracy and our economy.

Gone are the days when some odd-looking, whiny-sounding singer with a lot to say cas 2¢ hea d by turir
on the radio. Little by little the record companies. also owned by giant corporations. art scree ting thei
out. Then there are the consultants and the music lists and the program directors who fear for neir jobs if
the numbers go down. Thus, much ofthe music we hear is manufactured by corporations like Jisney -
Britney Spears is a good example. Nothing against Ms. Spears. hut she is an example o1 s011¢ rody s
fantasy of what music in Awerica should he like and she is packaged and sold like a box ot ccreal. What
follows arc sound-a-likes and act-a-likes and ultimately, in her young audience. think-i-like:.

Speaking ufthiiik-a-likes, allowing one person. a Rupert Murdoch for instance, to control s t.any
broadcast oullets as he can buy. is a threat to our democracy. It means all we will hear crsez .r read.
sometimes in the majority of a major market, will be his opinion of what we should heir or =cc or read |t
invites control, dare I say it milid-control.

Isn't being controlled by other cultures exactly what we are fighting against? Terrorisn is ahaat contre |
the people in our nation cease to think independently. we are ripe for control and ripe for a i1k :over. 1l¢ ¢
are innovative ideas that can help save our democracy in places besides the top of the sovernn ent focd
chain. But we will never heat or experience them ifour diversity ofvoices is squelched

I'here are new ideas in tovernance, health. and comniercc that would make us a better and @ s1 onger naticn
inwhich to live. But il thosc ideas cannot he expressed becausc our media is owned hy bill oriires with r -
interest in what the locals think, there will be fewerjobs, little growth and no new cures for cancer.

Don’t let our airwaves he a series o fmalls from one coast to the other. Put an end to thiaking ikc stepiur |
Wives and lels bring hack ascertainment interviews, public service announcements. SMALIL ¢ oup
ownerships and local voices. Suppressing tlie voiccs o f the people of this country by drivin: aver them w :h
a steamroller will not niake Ihe dissonance go away. It's time for an end to deregulation. (e iing the
airwaves to the people who really own them is the only way to have a free press and tc keep 0. r nation fre n
becoming a country of pushovers, who might collapse if. heaven forbid. there is cver anothe - 4-1 1

Sincerely,

ALY b o

Beth Blakeman e



Dear FCC Commissioner Marlin:

Sincerely,

A

Beth Blakeman
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Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein:
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Regarding the FCC's Docket Number (02-277. the Biennial Review of the FCC%’broadcastm = MA“.RW
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awnership rules: OR IG;F\EAL

At a time when our country is preparing for war, perhaps no action could »e so patriotic ai to focus an e
freedoms we want to protect. One ofthose is freedom ofspeech. To me, that means ti€ freed wm o lis en
to a diversity of voices and views.

In recent years, as the requirements for broadcast licensing became less stringent. the voicss wz have bees
able to listen to have become more and more uniform. in their content and their sound :n :uacl some arc
Just the same voices over and over, using diflcrent names. These are the results of havirg a feww large
conglonierates own most ofthe broadcasting and news facilities and a lot of corporate irterma riage.

As you consider releasing the hroadcast owners from even more regulations, making 1 easicr 1 own radic
v and newspaper outlets simultaneously and often in the same markets, | would ask you to 121k abovt vebal
this does to our democracy and OuUr economy.

Gone are the days when some odd-looking. whiny-sounding singer with a lot to say can 2e bee d by e
on the radio. Little by little the record companies, also owned by giant corporations, arc scr:c-ing ther
out. Then there are the consultants and the music lists and the program directors who fear [vw heir jobe if
the numbers go down. [I'hus, much o fthe music we hear is manufactured by corporations lile Disney -
Britney Spears is a good example. Nothing against Ms. Spears, but she is an example of scimc sody's
fantasy of what music in America should be like and she is packaged and sold like a box of cerzal. What
follows are sound-a-likes aiid act-a-likes and ultimately, in her young audience, think-a-!ike:,

Speaking ofthink-a-likes. allowing one person, a Rupert Murdoch for instance. to con:rol @- 1 any
broadcast outlets as he can buy, is a threat to our democracy. It means all we will hear cr see vr read.
sometimes in the majority of a major market. will be his opinion ofwhal we should hesr or se¢ or read. It
invites control. dare | say it mind-control.

Isn't being controlled by nther cultures exactly what we are fighting against? Terrorisn is abaat contre !
the people in our nation cease to think independently. we are ripe for conlrol and ripe for a lak zover. The ¢
are innovative ideas that can help save our democracy in places besides the top of the cvernn ent focd
chain. Hut we will never hear or experience them ifour diversity ofvoices is squelched

Fhere are new ideas in governance, health, and comnierce that would make us a better aiid « si gnger nalicn
in which to live. Butif those ideas cannot bc expressed because our media is owned hy bill or wires with r -
interest in what the locals think, there will be fewerjobs, little growth and no new cures for v:ancer.

Don't let our airwaves be a series of malls from one coast to the other. Put an end to tainking ike Stcpior |
Wives and lets briny hack ascertainment interviews, public service announcements. SMALI 2 oup
ownerships aiid local voices. Suppressing the voices ofthc people ofthis country by drivin: aver them w h
a steamroller will not make the dissonance go away. |t’s time for an end to deregulation. (pc ing the
airwaves to the people who really own them is the only way to have a free press and tc keep ¢ rnation fre
becoming a country of pushovers, who might collapse if. heaven forbid. there is ever anatht - 6-1 |

Sincerely.

BeHh 5L lann

Beth Blakemin
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Regarding the FCC’s Docker Number 02-277, the Biennial Review ol'the FCC's broadcast FOE
ownership rules: - MA”_HM

Dear FCC Commissioner Abernathy:

At a ume when our country is preparingfor war, perhaps no action could 2e so patriotic as io [ocus an the
freedoms we want to protect. One ofthose is freedom ofspeech. 'lo me, lhat means the freed »m to listen
to a diversity of voiccs and vicws.

In recent years. as the requirements for broadcast licensing became less stringent. the voiczs w= have buel
able to listen to have become more and more uniform, intheir content and their sound n {uct some ne
just the same voices over and over, using different names. These are the results ofhavirg a fewv large
conglomerates own most ofthe broadcasting and news facilities and a lot of corporite irterma riage.

As vou consider releasing the broadcast owners from even more regulations, making it easic--1 1+ own ra i
tv and newspapcr outlets simultaneously and often in the same markets, | would ask vau to 1k about vk it
this does to our democracy and our economy.

Gone are the days when some odd-looking, whiny-sounding singer with a lot to say caa se k2a d by turir
on the radio. Little by little the record companies. also owned by giant corporalions, art scree ng then
out. Then there are the consultants and the music lists and the program directors who fear frw heir jobe if
the numbers go down. Thus. much of the music we hear is manufactured by corporations lilke Disney -
Britnry Spears is a good cxample. Nolhing against Ms. Spears, but she is an example o1 scimc rody s
fantasy of whal music in America should be like and she is packaged and sold like a box of cerzal  What
follows are sound-a-likes and act-a-likts and ultimately, in her young audience. think-i- ike .

Speaking ofthink-a-likes, allowing one person, a Rupert Murdoch lor instance. to con:rol as imany
broadcast outlets as he can buy, is a threat to our democracy. i1 means all we will hear ¢t se= ,r read.
sometimes in the inajority o fa major market. will be his opinion of whart we should hear or wec or read |t
invites control. dare | say it mind-control.

Isn't being controlled by other cultures exactly what we are fighing against? 'Terrorisn is ancit contre |
the people in our nation cease to tliink independently, we are ripe for control and ripe for a tak *over. 1he ¢
are innovative ideas that can help save our democracy in places besides the top ofthe zc.vernr ent foed
chain. But we will never hear or experience them it our diversity of voices is squelched

There arc new ideas in governance, health, and commerce that would make us a better and ¢ s onger ms icn
in which ta live. Burif those ideas cannot be expressed because vur media is owned by bitliar aires with r -
interest in what the locals think, there will be fewerjobs, little growth and no new cures for cancer.

Don’t let our airwaves he a series of malls from one coast to the other. Putan end to tinking ike Stepfor |
Wives and leis bring back ascertainmert interviews, public service announcements, SMALL ¢ oup
ownerships and local voices. Suppressing the voices ofthe people ofthis country by drivin: ¢ver them w th
a steamroller will not make the dissonance go away. It's time for an end to dercgulation. Ope iing the
airwaves lo the people who really own them is the only way to have a free pressand t¢ keep ¢. 1 nation fre
becoming a country of pushovers, who might collapse if, heaven forbid, there iscver anothe - 6-1 1

Sincerely

Confirrs,
ALY S dowizn | FEg g, **

Beth Blakeman ﬂ Dibﬁbuﬁ(,n
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